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Applicants have caieMIy reviewed the OfBw Action dated September % 2004. Claims 1-22 
are pending in this applicatidn. Reconsideration and favoirable action is re^ectfuHy revested. 

Claims 1-I0and21 sta6dttjectedmder35U.S.C §102(c)as being anticipated by ^ 
etcU^ This rejection is respectfblly traversed 

Itie Examiner in paragraph 3 of the Response indicated that Applicants* arguments centered 
around the feet that '^Knowles does not disclose sending product code information to a remote 
location on the Web for the purpose of extracting a related URL therefrom tor forwardiiig back to 
the user location*** The Exaiiiiner referred Af^licants to Knowles^ Col. 2, lines 34-55; Col. 5, lines 
40-55 and CoL 3, lines 1 1-20, 

Applicants' Remarks section in the f»:ior response and the arguments with re^ct to 
Knowles centered on the feet that the bar code provided by Knowles is a "URL-encoded bar code.** 
Thus* all that is necessary to contact the location is to insert the bar code into the browser and then 
the browser will directly go to that URL address. The porticms diat the Examiner highlig^ed, that 
associated with CoK 2, lines 34-55, for exan^le, relate to the exact process of Knowles^ Le.. that 
encoding into a bar code a URL, and scanning that URL in order to extract information fit)m the 
webdte. This section is the Summary of the Invention sectiofi, CoL 5, lines 40-55* deala with tte 
package routing system where a URL/z^) code system where a URL/zip code encoded bar code 
symbol is disposed on a i^kage which> once scanned, is used to access an Internet server and 
update the location of the packet in the system. The section at CoK 3, lines 11-20 is related in tfie 
second half of the first paiagn^h fix>m lines 1 1-16 to the mtegrated bar code symbol scanner and 
Internet terminal operable to surf to the web sites Hstfaig a web site guide by simply scanning 
corresponding URL encoded bar coded symbols printed on pages. Hie first half of ti^ second 
paragraph fiom lines 1 7-20 relates to providing a scaxmer integrated termhial wherein the scanner 
integrated terminal is connectable t6 tfie Intmiet by way of a wireless link. 
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Oaims 1-I0and21 staftd rejected under 35 US.C. §i&2(a) as being anticipated byiTntwto. 
This rejection is fespectfiilly travetsed. 

The Examiner has specifically noted that Knowles discloses each step of the method for 
interfacing a user location on a network to a destination location on the network. However, the 
Examiner did not provide specific arguments with respect to Knowles or sections in the qiecification 
to direct i^jplicants to. The Examiner states that Knowles discloses the stqp of "scanning a bar code 
having product infortnatton contained diorein relating to an associated product^ which barcode has 
no network routing information contained therein. . /* The Knowles reference, as set forth herein 
above, is directed toward providing a URL-encoded bar code. By definition that URL-encoded bar 
code has to have routing infcmijation contained^erein. the term "URL" is a •"Universal Restwirce 
Locator." As such, the only purpose of the URL is to provide a location on the netw(»k. In Col 
19, lines 33-36, Knowles states that there is provided **a URL Field 55A, for storing the URL 
assigned to each package, at which a static information storage location resides on a web^pf^ on 
the RTD Internet Server 5 1 which clearly indicate diat each URL is defitwd by a static wi&ess, 
a particular and defined location on the network. As such^ this can be interpreted in no o&er way 
than that the URL is routing tnfbmiation and, as such, Knowles cannot meet this limitation; rathCT» 
Knowles actually teaches a way &om Applicants ' invention in diat they go to great extents to provide 
a static address for every particular record and have a system that prints this URL>encodcdbar code 
label for the purpose of ^tactmig it to a document, the primary purpose for attachii^ this to the 
document being to direct it to a location on die network. 

The Examiner finth^ states that Knowles discloses "^e step of defining including the stqis 
of accessing a relational database at a location on &e netw(»k containmg a relationship between 
product information and pred^ned destination locations on ±q network, which relati<Hial database 
is operable to determine the one of tbe predefined destmation locations associated with the extracted 
product information. . The only relational database illustrated in Knowles is diat associ^t6d with 
the RTD server- There is no pXKluct code irtformation, i.e., that associated with the scanned URL, 
that is set to the relational database. All that occurs is that the user utilizes the URL. thie unique 
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address of the record on the network, to access that record: The mere access of the record causes 
the record to be returned to tiiie user. Of course, in the TCP/ff system* this URL constitutes a 
destination address for the record and a data packet will be generated with this destination address 
in it As such, this particular tlRL is sent to the destination server but is only utilized to connect to 
the server and is not utilized by the server itself nor is there any detennination made by the 
relational database as to whether a defined destination locatioh is associated with that UKL; since 
the system is already at the de^stred destination* As such, Applicants do not believe that Knbwles 
discloses or suggests such limitati<»i in the claim, 

KfiQwIes, and as set foirdi in a prior Response, is a systwi Aat merely scans a bar code to 
determine the URL directly fimn that bar code. Once the URL is determined, then the user has 
information as to how to locate the system on the network. The reason for this is that the primary 
purpose and the only purpose of the URL-encoded bar code is to provide routing information: Even 
if this routing information is in the form of a domain name which must then go to a do^nain name 
server lookup, the fact is that this is still rcmting information and has really no no oAer pwpose. 
As such, i^licants believe that Claim 1 is iK>t anticipated by Knowles and, therefore, resi^ctfully 
requests the withdrawal of the 35 U*S.C. §102 rejection with respect thereto. 

Claims 2-10 are dqiendent on Claim 1 and, for the reasons described herein above, are 
believed to oveiccmie the 35 U.S.C. § 102 regection with respect diereto, the withdrawal of which 
is respectfully requested. However, certain of these claims will be discussed widi respeict to the 
Examiner^s specific objections. 

With respect to Claim 3, the Examiner has indicated that the bar code is disposed on or in 
close association with *1he associated product/' The Examiner referred to Col. 3» line 34 to Col 3, 
line SS to support this objection. In this section, a discusst<m is^made as to URL {Hinted oil yarious 
types of print media. In the body of the specification, it is described that labels can be priiitcd onto 
a book to direct a reader to be used with &e scanner to a particular location on die network. 
However, Claim 1 sets forth that the bar code has "proAict information contained therein" tfiat 
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relates to an associated product* AU that is contained in KnoWles is the URL. This URL does not 
contain product information. 

With respect to the E?camina-*s comments with respect to Claim 7, the step of d£^ing the 
universal resource locator or the destination location of the network in response to the step of 
scanning and exUacting is s^ forth in Knowles as a way of generating the original label. This is 
generated in accordance with the embodiment of Figures 7d and 7b. However, there is no scanning 
op^tion to gmerate this URL that is disclosed anywhere iii KnowleSy the URL has to ext^ prior 
to the scanning <q>eration and, therefore, it cannot be defined or generated in response to the step 
of scanning and ejctracting. 

Claims 1 1-20 and 22 ^and rejected under 3 S U.S.C,§ 102(e) as being anticipated by iETnow/e^ 
eiaL This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

For the reasons described herein above witii r^pect to the rejection in view of Clainis 1-10 
and 21, the rejection with r^pect to Claims 1 1-20 and 22 is substantially the same as thieve are 
parallel apparatus claims. 
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Ai^licants have now oaade an earnest attempt in orict to place this case in conditicm ibr 
allowanco« For the reasons j^toted above, Applicants rcqjcctfiilly request full atlowaoce of the 
claims as amended Please charge any additional fees or deficiencies in fees or credit any 
overpayment to Deposit Accoimt No. 20-07g0/l>HLY-24,734 of HOWISON & ARNOTT, 




GMH/yoc/keb 

P.O, Box 741715 
Dallas, Texas 75374-1715 
Tel: 972-479^2 
Fax: 972-479-0464 
September 9, 2005 
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